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THE DIRECTOR OF CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE

WASHINGTON, D. C. 20505

INSC review completed.| DDI #2460-82
National Intelligence Officers 29 March 1982

MEMORANDUM FOR: Chairman, National Intelligence Council
. A .
VIA : National Intelligence Officer for General Pdﬁﬂggt Forces

25X1

Assistant NIO for General Purpose Forces

FROM

SUBJECT : NSSD 1-82, Part III, Section C

1. On 25 March, I attended a meeting at the NSC to review the latest
draft of the military objectives section of NSSD 1-82. Copies of the drafts
(including a summary as well as two issues) are forwarded as Attachments 1
and 2. It is expected that these two issues will be incorporated into a
single issue which will read something like: "In order for the U.S. to
achieve its peacetime military objectives, is it necessary to tailor and
develop a specific military capability for Southwest Asia or is it sufficient
to rely on forces intended for a global capabi]ity?"\

25X1

2. Although the changes to the military objectives section since the
last iteration are extensive, there is little change in substance. The section
has been shortened, and some JCS Tanguage has been included. I also have some
annotations made by Fred Ik1& on a previous edition of Part III-C if you would

be interested in seeing it 25X1

3. Drafts of NSSD-1 discussed at the meeting last Tuesday have gone
to the President who is acting as “principal"” in this stage of the review.
The NSC will take up Parts I, II and III (A-C) on 15 April in a one-hour
session beginning at 1400, | 25X1

4. You may have missed the column on NSSD-1 by Joseph Kraft printed
in the 25 March issue of The Washington Post (Attachmept 3). 25X1
25X1

Attachments:
1. NSSD 1-82, Part III-C
Summary Conclusions
2. Section C, with Issues 25X
3. Joseph Kraft Column, dtd. 3/25/82
The Washington Post

25X1

cc: NIC/AG,

memo to NF
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NSSD 1-82, Part III, Section C
Regional Military Objectives
Summary Conclusions

The wartime strategy of the United States is to employ military
force to achieve . our political objectives and secure early war
termination on terms favorable to the U.S. and its allies. 1In
so doing, the U.S. will seek to limit the scope of any conflict
to the extent commensurate with protecting U.S. vital interests.

For general wartime planning, the highest priority is the defense
of North America, followed by NATO, and the supporting sea lines
of communication. Second priority is ensuring access to the oil
in Southwest Asia, followed by the defense of our Pacific allies,
supporting sea lines of communication, and the defense of other
friendly nations in Latin America and Africa. Specific U.S.
wartime and peacetime regional objectives are keyed to this global
context.

In Europe, our primary military objective is to strengthen the
NATO Alliance and its capability to deter or defeat a Soviet
attack on Western Europe. The defense of Europe remains vital to
the national security of the United States. 1In wartime, the
United States will support NATO's current strategy which requires
an integrated forward defense with conventional forces and, if _
necessary, by the use of theater and strategic nuclear forces in
order to protect the territorial integrity of Western Europe. In
peacetime, U.S. objectives will be to raise the nuclear threshold
by improving NATO's conventional posture, to secure a more effective
division of labor among NATO members, and to obtain increased Allied
contributions.

In the Near East/Southwest Asia, the two primary security interests
of the U.S. are to prevent the spread of Soviet influence and to
maintain continued access to Persian Gulf oil. In the region, the
U.S. has three key objectives: deter or defeat Soviet military
aggression, maintain Israel's gqualitative military advantage over
any combination of adversaries, and to support moderate states
against external aggression and subversion. In wartime, the basic
" U.S. objective is to protect the oil fields, transshipment points
‘and sea lines of communication essential to Western security. In
peacetime, our key objective is to acgquire, by the end of the
decade, the capacity to defeat a Soviet attack without having to
spread the conflict bevond the region and its supporting sea lines
of communication.
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In the Far East, a direct U.S.-Soviet conflict is unlikely except
in the context of a general war. Therefore, regional wartime
objectives are supportive of global wartime goals: to maintain
sea control necessary to support the global requirements of our
strategy, to prevent the redeployment of Soviet forces from the
Far East, to protect U.S. bases in the region, and to secure _
major regional contributions from Japan. In peacetime, we seek to
develop an active defense partnership with Japan, to maintain the
PRC as a counterweight to the Soviet Union, and to prevent the
Soviet Union or Vietnam from achieving a dominant position in
Southeast Asia. :

In the Western Hemisphere, the United States seeks to blunt and
contain the projection of Soviet and Cuban military power and
influence in the Caribbean Basin and South America. Coupled with
our overall global wartime priorities, this means that in wartime,
U.S. objectives will be to defend North America, to maintain sea
control, and to neutralize Soviet and other hostile forces in the
Caribbean Basin. In peacetime, our objectives are to modernize
North America's strategic air defense system, to reverse Communist
gains in Latin America, to foster bilateral and multilateral military
cooperation, and to increase the level and tempo of U.S. military
presence and access.

In Africa, we seek to deny Soviet control or influence over key
African states from which they could prevent Western access to
Africa's mineral resources or interdict the supply of oil to
Western Europe and the United States. In wartime, our objectives
will be to neutralize Soviet and other hostile forces in strategic
locations and to protect access to the region's mineral resources.
In peacetime, we will continue to seek base access and to assist
countries resisting Soviet and Soviet-sponsored subversion.

ISSUES. Two issues surfaced as a result of this portion of the i |
study. '
1. Should it be a peacetime objective of the United States, by

the end of the decade, to build the capability necessary to
achieve our wartime objectives in Southwest Asia through
operations restricted to the region and supporting sea lines
of communication?

2. On what basis should U.S. conventional military forces be

sized? (NOTE: The resolution of this issue must await:
analysis that is the subject of subsequent sections.)
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A. Introduction .. - Aff“

- The wartime strategy of the'U.S. is to employ military
-. force to achieve our pelitical objeqt%ves and secure early war
... termination on terms favorable to the!U.S. and its allies. In
——-doing so, the U.S. will seek to limit the scope of any conflict.
"~with the Soviet Union to the extent cqmmensurate with protecting
ff'U S. vital interests. Contingency plg pnxng should,- however, - -
—- include options for military actions in regions of clear U.S.
advantage to dissuade the Soviets. froq contxnulng their attack.
-In this context, the threat of- qeograg ic escalation is an
essential element of U.S. strategy, bqt is not a substitute for
- adequate military capability. Moreov r,>51nce the Soviet Union
enjoys war-widening options_at-least s -attractive as- ours, and
- particularly since geographic and nuc par escalation considerations. .
gm—are‘linked"“U“S“'iﬁterests demand carqful control of escalatxon.

ﬁ::;::-~3w--9r1orities foz ﬁartzme Resou;ce Allocatxon S

i e |

f~—~The—follow1ng hroad‘prxorit'Fatlon is aécurate for general
‘_wwartlme plann;ng over a- wide'range“of Fcenarxos-*

T -  The hzghest priorityw;spthe defense of Morth
v . . _America (including Hawa ji,- Alaska and Caribbean
' SLOCs), followed by tbé'NATO areas and the LOCs

- e leadlng there«to.ff T
j:hj'jw;;-iw_;?-,~‘The next prLority “is. ‘eniuring access to the .
jjf*”“"ff”“jff‘J”oxl in Southmest»ﬁsxa, Eollowed by defense of

Pt ¢ I8 S._Paclflc:al;;gg_andﬁtheMLOCs_for the-Indian
== o= o smxioecand cPacific -Oceans; Cand the defense of other
o frlendly uatzons xn Latﬂn -America and Afrlca.

—.2-.. == —U.S.. actions-in other«pﬂ:ts of the world -
Come "“will be designed to protject essential
U.S. interests, take adylantage of Soviet
- .~ vulnerabilities, and diyert Soviet
: ' attention and forces ﬁrgm_zurcpe and
Southwest Asia.

= o b=

C. Equitable Burdensharlng. Maqy ‘nations w1th lzvxng
- standards equal to the U.S. contribute markedly less to the
" common defense and to assistance to po rer nations than does ..
_~ the U.S. 1In 1982 and. heyondT—u~s.» qu;pt dlnlomacy must be
" much firmer in. insisting upon- xncrnaseq defense_egfq;tgubzﬁw;;,

laggard but affluent natxonETf7T??-_ —
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II. Regional Objectives T | ;i ;;bfuf

‘ Where conflict against the Soviet Union is the scenario,
- regional objectives;providg:pnlyﬁroug§;§u1d31ineg-and mast ~

—.be viewed in the context. of-the-global~power-balance -at the -~ - -
' termination of hostilities.. e e - . e

e R -

o . L

A, Europe o I ”if.ffﬁffff'

. , The security of Europe is .inpxtricably linked to
— that of the United States and will becpme more so over the
- course of this decade. The unprecedented challenges to

- Western security, coupled~wi:h:a'cont'@ning growth in economic

interdependence, mandate a firm commi rent by nations on

.. both sides of the Atlantic to the coalijition warfare strategy
-- of NATO. While“intra-Alliance“prbblemﬁ;gpqguas_burden- . -
—--sharing and-anti-nuclear‘mo?émeﬁfé‘Eﬁiﬁt, it will be increasingly
. important that we continue £0-recognizp-that-the defense of

-~ Europe is vital-to the national“secuxi&yjof the Cnited States.

i . — =< St eV e e .- . . N .

——n o s
PP,

. : NATO strategy MC14/3 Stresseq~defense along the
. forward edge,oﬁ”NATOiterritdfy,«éuppor;ed»by‘thg_possibility,

— of nuclear-escalation‘if‘NATOTis‘16§1ﬁ&f§bn66htionally.

— This nuclear linkage'--“and’ﬁhcéftaiﬁty == is important to L
“wwdeterrence@muBut~the~Europe§gs~mqgtfgo;tbé“péfmiEted to use

= nuclear linkage as an excuse for not-f pding conventional
— defense forces. Our‘policyfﬁhoﬁlaiﬁé[:p_support MC14/3,

— while stressing"ﬁhaéwnug;ea;;pagit*mge RS a strong conventional
—-defense is necessary for deterrence~asiwell as for defense.

- While improvements are required across the full spectrum of

. the Alliance's military capabilities;jizmajor‘increase over

T~ curreént efforts is especially required from all other members

= with 'regard: to conveﬁtioﬁalméépabilit?;;4Without-such an ‘
~ increase the nuclear threshold could be lowered as the :
- Soviets contiqgg;inggeag;ng;gheizfcapab;rities. -Additionally,

- NATO should enhance detsrrence through rloser Allied coherence,

and clearer expression of political-wi%;._

.. Within the context outlined_gpove;,the'ﬁbllowing are the
~ Specific U.s. military objectives f
{ = T — -

o;”%¢e_zuropeap‘region:”

- Jo

~Wartime Objectives — -~ = - -—=.

b e

- Tb*deféﬁt;éfwa%saﬁigacﬁggttééF“;i )
: forcesyia‘a-forward*defensefhﬁp'if necessary hy
the use of theater nucle;r,&_.p;finallydstrategic

nucle;rfforces_iq;iﬁtgéiated:jperations¢@gfgggvgn:~f#

th conventional - o=

oy

- - To protect}Ehe?terfitOEEAI’inﬁégritf of Western
Europe. S . .

gg;lpgg;of;ﬁheﬁgqnzgyxional;ajﬁense;“"’

S e et

r 2 -
Mo o e AR o 4
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To fully engage‘ell Nmroomgpbers -in- the oonflxct.
A To be able to sustazn a Iong war. “

To weaken the narsew Pact's ability to wage war by
‘engaging Pact forces on the;r own' territory,
—.Qisrupting their-LOCg;— and‘fragmentlng the cohesion
of the Pact alllance.t R

To establish and naintain'oﬂnﬁrolef Atlantic
LOCs. R '

Peacetime Military Objectives

l PSP

To enhance NATO's convent;o al defense capabilxtxes
"to raise the nuclear- thresh%&d—whxle also merovxng
nuclear deterrence.';- )

To achzeve increased Allxed pontrlbutlons to the
defense of Western Europe ; p from those Allijes
Capable of doing so xncreagq} contrxbutlons in

other areas of mutual benefg;,<to xnclude Southwest:
Asla. R S

" To secure -8 more effective - dﬁvxsxon of labo:
within NATO through cooperat{ve efforts Such as
Host Natlon Support Agreemen&s.r

first is to prevent the sovzet Union fxom acquiring polltical-
ilitary hegemony in the region.- Thig requires that the
support the sovereignty of the regional states in order
to stabilize U.s. regional relatlonsh;ps.‘ The second is to
maintain continued access to . Persian Gulf 0il. Thig means
that the U. S., in concert with 1ntra—”a¢d extrareglonal

" magnitude, from Lnternal subversion to

allies and friends must be prepared- toreet threats of any
_aggression. z

In this context, defense . polxcy has

Joint Task Force —-— qﬁzckiy into the reg;on to prevent a

iégge scale.Sov;et

P this, O.s. defense

1.  Deter or defeat-Soviet oyert mxlltary aggression
'gt “plan for and

== Rapid Deployment

Soviet fait accompli. - Additional-- suppoﬂ from intra- and
e

extraregional alljesg and friends must b

'Obtained . o . suppore

thf}e overrldxng Ob]eCthES'_w_w

RDJTF requlrements. Our private oressurgwgpqn_them—fc"*”ﬁ“

TOP SECRET — Tn DWKQ f D L'T i
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i Second, if deterrence gaxls, we must plan to
combat and defeat the Soviets in the wheater.

—. prepare for executing warwidening op Lons.aw

2, Maintain Israel's qug%}tat;ve mxlltary advantage
over any combination of Arab foes. A} the most militarily
powerful state in the reglon, Israel' p assistance would be
of considerable benefit in the course of a conflict with the ;
Soviets, particularly in the Eastern ﬂedlterranean, as vy
augmentation for the SOuthern Flanx- A ' ‘

swazmas -

|

) |

- The third tier of Def 1se objectives is to l
|

3. Support moderate stateﬂ against external
‘aggression and subversion. - This reqques U.S. arms sales )
to help strengthen substantially"the ?elf-defense capabilities T
‘of key states in the reglon. Pl ot

|y

R e T e R ST T P e T P

2 To accomplish these obrectlves for the region, -
—+&- the U.S. expects regional states to ¢ !ntrlbute “to the extent T .
4 possxble to their own defense as well as assisting in suppottinq o ﬁ
: the employment of U.S. forces. Allje;; will-be expected to . - : L
-+ offer their facilities for the-deplowvitent of U.S. forces to ST :
2 Southwest-Asia. Additionally, they— subuxd Y& encouraged to S 0 - -
contribute militarily to specific thr;ats if such participation . N

-- [ would not—suhstantzally~reducewthe1 raxr- fighting capability e
- . in their home region and would: PrGVi"#‘a benefxcxal contrxbution -
= to the conflict. - T 5 /= = e

N|IW1th1n the context. outl;ned_above,_xh _fo;;pwingﬁare the. .. };: - -

__ﬁ“spec1f1c U. S..mzlxtarY“ab3éE£§g§S«£§£EEEéiNearnEast~ Southwest e - i
¢ 'and South Asia region: T TEEENTE

_ g - Lo LTDLTTmLoEmL TSl L , K
3 Wartime and Crisis Objectives ;:?-::;thw miee . : , N |
L T s

2. .= _..To secure.the 01l"fléids,;tyanssh;pment points and

sea lines of communications'essential to Western 1

e . security. (This includes- rreats of all magnitude . 18
'S

~-=== - - from internal subversion-to{'Soviet -aggression.} o T it

? Ce To preserve the independeCﬂ of Israel. #

- To engage friendly regiohél‘states, Western Allies _ | 13

and other extra—reqlonal qt%tes 1n the execut;on - i

o .Of our strategy. — - — - —l— s _ , 1
- Peacetime Military 0bject1ves"fi.1;2;ii” L o S
—_— - To preven* 50v1et-hecemony~,p&*éxtensxo&agf*znfluence.»H;ii :j

- . . . mmmer gl mmemo [ oham e e iteess emammns smeoee o
RS SRR OERIT IEER. SRR aRE 0 EEEE E:—’m—- e
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— . =, Do GCQUirerbe;ﬁhe;endicf hyp-decade,  the capacity to =~ —
-~ defeat a Soviet attack agai pt Southwest Asia without

having to spread the conflicis beyond the region and its

~; ‘Supporting SLOCs. . i - , . 3
- ~ v, To maintain Israel’s qualitapive military advantage
' over any combination of Arab foes. .
= . To support'moderat,fstqtes:pﬂainst_external~aggression
_ .. and subversion. ok LIS SRR, - T
- ="' fTo ensure access to a2 networl of military facilities
. ...+ 1in the region for the rapid jntroduction an
. ... sustainment of sizable v.s;mﬁarces. IR : ¥
:“ =_.; To obtain overflight,.landinqp~bunkering and - -
.~ Access to enroute facilities for the deployment
o and support of U.S. camhat~f§gces.' !
=L, To obtain»military%COnéributqcns"fiacluding“agreemenis T
- . . for combat forces) from seleqted Allies in support
, - - of U.sa'objectives;infthefxég§§n;“T; N . -
- AT To maintain & -strong naval-prepsence-in the area;, = . . . ——
" together with as substagtialgprpresence-onfland as:- -
T can be managed given regional sensitivities and . .. . —
'~ Ppolitical comstrainks) s . oo S e R
—- - = ToO increase‘peacetime“pt"”i@fiﬁifﬁ:fegional" o T
states for wartime continge cles, including host -
S nation suppbrt,;prepositiqni,Fjand combat roles e
- : for indigenous forces,. .. . ..\ _" 4 . : S
= C. Far East. Our . forémost peagej;ime objective in the oo
=~ Far East is,LIn»COnjdncticn-with'cuz“altiés and other friends
in,the region, to prevent the Soviet Unlion from expanding A ;
. its influence in East Asia ang;the;PagiiiéZ”TAsian security - T
relationships are fundamentalwto“offsetking successfully - == - o oo
— Soviet global ambitions."U.SE;sf:atequEE;East Asia and the
Pacific is predicated on thejﬁtabilizin'vrelationship between -
- two security anchors. - One agghogfin“gbﬂthéast'Asia depends =
' On cooperation among the U.S., Korea, @ Japan, as well as
the U.S. relationship with China. T4 gther anchor in the
Pacific Basin binds the U.5. to Australia;, New Zealand, the
Philippines, the somewhat more loosely ¢o the- remainder of
ASEAN. Continued U.S. and allied force 'improvements and
strengthened U.S. security relationshipg*are“required to ‘ 3
establish and maintain an effective defepsive network secured -
at both ends of the region. A-direct U.5.-Soviet conflict-. .- = - L
~1in Asia is unlikely exceptjinﬁghejQOﬁtﬁgﬁzbfj&:glbhalfwarﬁ:;~::w CoET o
~Therefore, although dﬁhertcontingenciég”iﬁ%thefreqion could '

2 AT BRI A o RAA A

~involve U.S. forces in"hosti}ities~shorq*of*UTST=Séﬁi§Efﬂ:ﬂﬁ_ﬂm%’”W’.ﬂ”
-conflict, regional Wartime,:Obj.ectti\?\?es;;;i:h:‘iﬁsia?lis-t‘éat,betlow;:.,__#__

are those supportive of-global'waréiméf“pjectibes;zt o

I Tnn‘“ﬁ tr‘ﬁlET T .:_'. . T
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. Wartime Objectives
TG e ha1ne£1n“éEnéESi”BETELEf]g;if;g lines of communication,. .
TIIT L 7. including those €38 the Indin Ocean, and the bases '
o - needed to support_ the global| strategy.
;::;%%5"}4;' -To fulfill ccmmitmenté:tsvihE*Asigh allies, given
. Particular emphasis to_pro;“ction.of U.S. bases in
the region, and seek to presilude a Soviet decision
LTI ... . to redeploy forces foryusgavgainst NaTo. . ‘ e

7 = -+ To have Japan'pariicipatéwiﬂm;égionél defénse,
SLo o including providing for its own defense, including
I SO ;SLOC.andigir-pro:ggtgag.tq;%;asa:miles- :

'~~~ = _-To have the PRC maintain military initiatives that

== oo v -would-fix Soviet ground,~aiy and naval. forces in T

T ~the USSR's Far Eastern_terrjtories.. ... .. —
- Peacetime Military Objectives SRl TEE :;

bl B -

v - To transform our rél&tithhgpfﬁithiéaﬁan into an -
e ‘active defense partnership: ip which Japan significantly

; ._§9°393335_itswcwn*geﬁﬁnsemh;Pabilities-and contributes -
T to regional defense;f;§r~~fq-:e "= ~

LTI = _To continue tb4devglopfour:';zatiog§hip,with"thg e
—— —-—- -~ PRC in ways which maintdin fhe PRC as a counterweight :
cemmon L to the Soviet Union, ‘enhance the durability of
S U.S.~PRC ties, and*lay”the'v?nndation‘for closer
[T future-cooperatioq;331apprﬁ‘giate;1 :

- To maintain suffiéieﬁtib.S:f;nd“allied Strength on

~the Korean Peninsula to ens jfe stability there, . e
— ————————and, - 1if deterrence-fails, 3asjist the ROK in defeating ’
o . hostile forces. Enhance detgrrence

+ where possible, s
without major increasedvcommﬁtments of U.S. resources.

™ "To increase peééet’ﬁe""élaﬁ?’gi? with our allies for -
o~ _wartime contingencies. - I Rl

.. R =

To have othe:‘fégiéna;,staQe!"assume a greater
Lo share of the respogsibility,zb; the common defense

- - and assist them‘in‘imprévidéﬂgggi;“gapabilitiesAto C—
— o - fulfill I e L . - -

m.u,_.n.Tog;hé?supportzgf Eégibﬁaifgfééés'for U.S. power -
Projection from the.W’esteggxzﬁk-pggj.fig;;ow:he:quj__ga_._~T

Ocean-and Persian Gulf.

S = e - rrpp— e
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- To prevent the Soviet Union or Vietnam from achieving
e s e a dominant presence in Southeast Asia from which

: . to foster actions inimical to our interests and
those of our allies. - s : ST

D. Western Hemisgheré “{ﬁ ;%f“f? .

The defense of North Americp is this nation's primary
Security concern. Since World War -II, defense of the Western -
Hemisphere has meant that the U.S. wopld maintain strategic
nuclear deterrence, develop-closer relations with Canada and oo
Mexico, and foster collective securitiy-arrangements among T
Latin American countries. It is becojping increasingly clear - —— -—

that a secure hemisphere is-no-longer: a: foregone conclusion. - S

The U.S. must continue to build on interests_shared with
Canada and Mexico, while viewing Latij America not as a , -
Third World area removed from the traflitional focus of U.S. -
strategy, but as a contiguous region jjhose future bears

directly on the security of‘theihemisihere'as a whole.

— .'.» l__ e Pibonhutopl

| Latin America, an@vespecialﬁy.the-Caribbean/central T
American region, is an area_with whicl we are closely associated

by virtue of our Gulf Coast and Mexjcyn borders, our dependence

in Puerto Rico and the Virgin Islands; and the critical ' '

i

thirds of our imported oil pass.-thrqu¢h the Caribbean.

Moreover, in event of war, half—of Nafo‘s supplies. would
transit by seaAfrom;Gulf-portsyggquggggpejpgribbean to
Europe. : e o T

e e LN

S ———— *"The-squthJAmeficaﬁ?EGﬁELﬁéﬁ'“ié'Eiéégéufdéﬁé of Lo
- mqjqr_U.S.,intg:estsl.wrhough strategicaily~1ess—pivotal‘to" B '

_. us than the Caribbean, South-America ipncludes several nations

. with which we enjoy long~standing clgsp relations and which
--- are among our most “important.trade -padtners.- In-addition,

... routes which represent a major peg:qiﬁfgjlifeline for Europe

and the United States. - = et | et S . = e
£§§Wartime'and”CriSisFOBjéEf'ves%~~"‘=.jjrtT"“mf':z%“‘”w’ o

ica (. iﬁéinéﬁﬁawaii. Alaska -

.- = To defend North Aéé?iégfffﬁé
© T2 -and the cahtiﬁguou5wca;§§§§£;jpasin).A;

To'neutralizgﬁﬁoviét_ggéwgééﬁfihosfilefforces~in¥i~~ -
~-the Caribbean -Basim. - =il -
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- To control LOCs intthefgaggpgpan,TSOutthtlant;glix;___"¥~-mw
[ :a_t}_gi_;_SOiuthge'aC'i_-;f;iC;:is;c;i:di q= "F_rgjing‘{@mé‘fcaxiEli IR

Panama Canal waterway.--Nearly -half-ofl-our trade and two= o T

TOP-SECRéiffi”~_— o e ST

~_ Approved For Release 2009/01/08 - CIA-RDP85MO0366R000100060006-0




S A S
p——

P85M00366R000100060006-

e - e g TR
E— -

* " "Approved For Release 2006/01/08 : CIA-RDPESMOO -

b ‘f i . o - e o ’} E '
» ﬂ” - , X - " V-“N““ i.' - . ‘
- TOP SECRET U S ol | SRS

el

e s

s A s

‘_:U. j:l 47 .

e L Rt LY VUL SURVUGPTR ¥ )

T To prevent further agére#ég nﬁand'subversion * ‘
- againgt rggional"staggm_ggigg;ces;hostile to U.s.
S 'interesth"" S ol e :

T T T pu—————
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' Péacetime Military Objectives ff”;”f””m’

= - To modernize the étraﬁégiqfiir-defense‘system for
- North America. T T |

- 00 |
- To reversge Communist gaing in. E1 Salvador, Nicaragua,
Grenada and other_§;ea§fin%fpg§n.America.'
- To’broadeﬁ'reqioniiwmilitaty”tc—military contacts
- and seek i ili

e To maintain, éiuacquire”as;ﬁépded>?base and facilities
LT access, logistical1sappbrtf{ﬁ@§;opetatin9r transie, °
T " and overflight figégsi:;f-‘$$f“w i

- éémincrease thé"leéél>dnd exﬁg;;se.tempo of U.s.
military Prese?f?.%ﬁitﬁéirGQEanw o it

. B.  Africa. Africa*g mineral résgprces (including
oil), plus its 8trategic location astride the sea lanes from

3 - the A _ﬂajo: Western forceg
to_the area via the Méaiterranean,Jacros% North Africa, o
_ ly;important, offering
4an¢'pav§;wfcrce3wcould operate
to destroy soviet nava;;threatéitoibhe~sqgflinés of communication

the south Atlantic,

L —r———

“'“"In'peacetime, in addition to_beﬁng 2 major source for
inerals important to U.s., west—Europqu;;égﬁxq;panesew=-=*“' =
ndustry, Africa remains.anaimportant‘ii | for the politicaj
ontest -of Western ang Soviet B;oc-Valuqskin-the'Third
orld. The West musgt counter, and the'U;%,fmust Play a - - =
arger role, in meeting-the-Soq;gt[gfoky;qh;ilenge;‘“Principal
lements currently*availébréférefeconpmi¢Egng security -
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"7 assistance. Successful implementati
_ Strategy in Africa will also require

Ceens e o e

p of a counter-Soviet

]
9

SO rex -iFhe.-development of a - o
———climate of sy i

upportive Congressionalg pd--public opinion o
~lacking since the Vietnam era,-and-thp-restoration of substantial -
:::?!1nterna1 security",and covert;actign&gapabilitigs;" .

=+ -Wartime and Crisig Objectives T =

- To employ air and naval ’fdi‘;.fe_gﬁ to neutralize . . . —
- Soviet or other husttIé“fowes in strategic locations
... 2. . _in the :egion.and;adjgcengévaters:

- To protect access to ang déjx;$o§iét use of the -
I _;reqion's-mineralfreséﬁrcéE?«key facilities, and
: . LOCs. - : : e D T )

USSR S

——Peacetime Military dbjeétiﬁégpiZilgféﬁ e
”j" - To gain base acces; ané,tiﬁng;p rights in pro-~
- .7 Western African states#forﬁﬂhe;deployment and
R o Subsequent support of U.S.ngrces to Africa;"dﬁ
il A Southwest .asia, SQutthtlagtﬁc} and contiguous
e T areas and work to denygthe;sﬁvietsysimila;.gcceSs. . e
f;;ﬁ;:*f;:mﬂ_To Egiist.égﬁntfiég'tﬁféﬁéﬁ;bfficgf;hat are the
o .. . _targets of Soviet .proxy, :Lib [an -and Ethiopian
::::f:‘?ff""§ggressive7subve;sivegpr@ggggg;is;tactionsl -
- 1sSuEs .
1 - e AR SEELESe L

ia Squthwest Asia, should the u.s.

- e oum‘wan:fﬁe<objectives through
to the region and e _supporting SLOCS?

2. 'On what basis sheoulg Y.S. conventipnal military forces be
sized? e L
S The resolution of this issue gust await analysis that
—— """ i3 the sSubject of subsequent sectigns. Nevertheless, the
answer to this issue will infl@ech significantly the —
Peacetime prioritieg for re

source-gllocation ang may require o
adjustment of peacetime reqional'ri;itary objectives. Therefore; -
this section will be subject to rgqision,pending resolution of —
the issue. . In order to Provide appropriate ir , . ——
issue, a range of.og§}0n§:wi;;:begﬁggg;gggjin Section E. .. .
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